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The Peshva, however, had not been equally successful in settling
another dispute between rival Brahmans," which had arisen some
.timsr before at Trimbakesavar, in relation to the temple built by him
at that place. The consecration of the edifice could not be performed
at the time when Balaji wished it to be performed, because the Yajur-
vedi and Apastamba Brahmans had some dispute—the nature of which
is not more precisely indicated—in connection with the southern gate
of the Temple.34 How the matter was ultimately settled does not
appear." It may be remarked, ir passing, that some of the stone
used under the orders of the Peshva for erecting the Trimbakeshvar
Temple, is stated to have been taken from the Mahomedan Musjids
or Mosques in the Moghul districts. Whether such mosques were
then unused .and dilapidated or not does not appear.**
Another matter, in which the Peshva of the day failed to carry
out his own wishes, in consequence of opposition from the people,
was one which had occurred in the time of the first Bajirao. I have
not seen any original authority for this, but a note of the Editor of
the Peshva's Bakhar says, that Bajirao having had a son by the
Musahnan woman Mastani, wanted to perform the thread-ceremony
of that son and make a Brahman of him; but that the plan fell
through in consequence of the opposition of the Brahmans." In a
sketch of the career of Bajirao, bearing date in 1840, (though this is
probably the date of the copy, not of the original sketch itself), a
brief account is given of the sort of quasi-marriage, which had been
celebrated between Bajirao and Mastani." The account there given
is that Mastani was the daughter of the Nawab of Hyderabad, that
is to say, the Nizam, and that the Nabab's wife suggested that their
**For another unsuccessful interference, or rather a series of unsuccessful
interferences, by the State in ecclesiastical affairs, see the Kayastha Prabhtmchi
Bakhar, p. 13 et seq.; Kayastha Prabhunchya Itihasachin Sadhanen (Gramanya)
p. 5. et seq.
"Peshva's Bakhar, pp. 68-9.
"But it appears from Letters, Memoranda, &c. (KJL Sangraha), p. 522,
that the consecration of the Trimbakeshvar Temple was made by Bajirao II in
Saka 1728 (A.D. 1806X The delay seems unaccountably long in spite of the
difficulties raised by the Brahmans.
8ePeshva*s Bakhar, p. 68. And compare inter alia Dowson's Elliott, Vol.
VII, pp. 404, 415, 446, 456, and Malcolm's Central India, Vol. I, p. 56
"Peshva's Bakhar, p. 40. That such an idea should have occurred to a
Hindu defender of the faith is itself rather remarkable as an example of that
relaxation of old traditions adverted to further on in this paper. And compare
Grant Duff* VoL I, p. 599. Well might Grant Duff say that Bajirao was free
from "bigotry**.
**Letters, Memoranda, &c. (K.L Sangraha), p. 539. The whole story ia a
curious one, and there are sundry discrepancies in the various accounts we
have of the transaction. See Shri Sivakayva, canto X, sL 58; Marathi Samrajya
Bakhar, pp. 74-77; Kashiraj's Bhonsle Bakhar, p. 40; Peshva's Bakhar, pp. 37-40,
*see also p. 49; Peshva's Shakavali, p. 6; Raghunath Yadav*s Panipat Bakhar,
p. 48; Chitni's Shahu, p. 76; Forrest's Selections, P- 65S. As to Sumsher
Bahadur, the-son of Mastani, and the manner in which he was treated, and
the designation he bore in relation to the Peshva's family, see Forrest, p. 102,
and Dowson's Elliott, Vol. VIII, p. 283, and compare Peshva's Bakhar, p. 150.

